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DETAILED ACTION 

The Request for Continued Examination filed February 4, 2009 has been 
approved. Therefore, the Amendment filed December 31, 2008 is hereby considered. 
Further, the Information Disclosure Statements filed February 4, 2009 and March 1 1 , 
2009, respectively, have been received. 

According to the Amendment, claims 26 and 36 have been amended; and 
claims 28, 29, and 39-41 have been canceled. 

Currently, claims 1-27, 30-38, and 42-51 are pending in the application, wherein 
claims 1-25, 30, 32-35, 38, and 42-51 have been previously withdrawn due to non- 
elected invention. 

Claims 26, 27, 31, 36, and 37 are hereby examined on merit. Acknowledgment 
has been made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 26, 27, 31, 36, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Guinn et al. (6,039,648) in view of Graves et al. (5,830,067). 
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Referring to claims 26, Guinn et al. teaches a gaming method, comprising: 
designating a gaming tournament time of a gaming tournament, the gaming tournament 
time having a start time and an end time (1 :48-2:5); 

receiving enrollment data from a plurality of first players at respective player 
computers (2:29-67); enabling each of the player computers for playing at least one 
game in the gaming tournament during the gaming tournament time (3:59-4:54); 

receiving enrollment data from a second player; and if the first winning player is 
determined, generating data indicative of a first value payout to be awarded to the first 
winning player (5:14-6:30). 

Guinn et al. does not explicitly teach receiving enrollment data from a second 
player including authorization data indicative of the second player authorizing a software 
agent to play games in the gaming tournament on behalf of the second player, the 
software agent to be executed by a proxy computer; enabling the software agent to play 
at least one game via the proxy computer during the gaming tournament time; 
configuring a game playing behavior of the software agent to allow the second player to 
select game playing behavior corresponding to categories of particular predetermined 
skill levels; determining a first winning player, if any, from the plurality of first players 
and the second player based on outcomes of the games played by the plurality of first 
players and the software agent; and if the first winning player is determined, generating 
data indicative of a first value payout to be awarded to the first winning player. 

Graves et al., however, teaches a proxy player machine an method wherein 
software agent is authorized to play games on behalf of the player, the software agent 
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to be executed by a proxy computer (2:18-66); enabling the software agent to play at 
least one game via the proxy computer during the game session (2:67-3:25); 
determining a first winning player, if any, from the plurality of first players and the 
second player based on outcomes of the games played by the plurality of first players 
and the software agent; and if the first winning player is determined, generating data 
indicative of a first value payout to be awarded to the first winning player (5:49-6:2). 
Regarding the amended limitation of configuring a game playing behavior of the 
software agent to allow the second player to select game playing behavior 
corresponding to categories of particular predetermined skill levels , this limitation is met 
by Graves et al.'s teaching that the client player setting his preference when he first 
starts using the proxy service, i.e., the computer query the client as to his preference of 
how he wants to make any necessary strategic decision (4:63-5:21 ). Graves et al. 
further teaches the client being prompted to answer questions regarding the criteria he 
wants the proxy player machine to use in automatically making dynamic strategic game 
play decision on his behalf (6:53-7:30). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide Graves et al.'s proxy players to the tournament game of 
Guinn et al. to allow game players to engage in multiple games with different playing 
options the same time that increase gaming excitements and participations thus bring 
forth more revenue to the casino. 
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Referring to claim 27, the limitations of determining a second winning player, if 
any, from the plurality of first players and the second player based on outcomes of the 
games played by the plurality of first players and the software agent; and if the second 
winning player is determined, generating data indicative of a second value payout to be 
awarded to the second winning player are inherent from the game tournament of Guinn 
et al. wherein the game winning results played by plurality of player are being 
determined. 

Referring to claims 31, 36, and 37, Graves et al. further teaches configuring the 
game playing behavior of the software agent includes prompting the second player to 
answer a questionnaire (6:55-61 ); 

analyzing game playing behavior of the second player to generate behavior 
parameters (6:47-57); wherein configuring the game playing behavior of the software 
agent includes configuring the software agent to play according to the generated 
behavior parameters (2:60-3:13); 

and analyzing game playing behavior of the second player includes analyzing 
actions of the second player during game play (3:7-12; 6:55-65). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 26, 27, 31 , 36, and 37 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by the 
amendment. 
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Applicant argued that Guinn or Graves does not teach the amended limitation of 
configuring a game playing behavior of the software agent to allow the second player to 
select game playing behavior corresponding to categories of particular predetermined 
skill levels (applicant's remarks, page 15, last paragraph bridging page 16) is deemed 
not to be persuasive, this limitation is met by Graves et al.'s teaching that the client 
player setting his preference when he first starts using the proxy service, i.e., the 
computer query the client as to his preference of how he wants to make any necessary 
strategic decision (4:63-5:21 ); and further, the client being prompted to answer 
questions regarding the criteria he wants the proxy player machine to use in 
automatically making dynamic strategic game play decision on his behalf (6:53-7:30). 

Thus, the teaching of Guinn et al. in view of Graves et al. as being addressed 
above, therefore, made obvious applicant's claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Binh-An D. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571- 
272-4440. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dmitry Suhol can be reached on 571-272-4430430. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dmitry Suhol/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3714 
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